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The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1 ) an application for patent, published under 
section 122(b), by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for patent by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, 
except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application 
filed in the United States only if the international application designated the 
United States and was published under Article 21 (2) of such treaty in the English 
language. 



Claims 1 , 2, 8, 36, and 37 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by McGowan. 

With respect to claim 1 , McGowan discloses a method of cleansing a filter 
including providing a source of purified water (e.g., via filter 14 stored in accumulator 
16), and exposing the filter to the purified water (e.g., via backwashing as shown in FIG. 
2). 

Concerning claim 2, McGowan discloses a filter cartridge 14. 
Concerning claim 8, McGowan discloses backwashing the filter with purified 
water (see FIG. 2). 

With respect to claim 36, McGowan discloses a method for back flushing a filter 
including the steps of a) switching an inlet valve 22, a drain valve 46, and a flush valve 
36 in a filtered flow path from a primary flow path used for dispensing operations to a 
secondary flow path, therein allowing purified water into the filtered flow path, b) flowing 
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the purified water in the secondary flow path, wherein the secondary flow path allows 
the purified water to flow backwards through the filter for a predetermined interval to 
remove or dissolve filtered media or unclog a filter in the primary flow path (See FIG. 
2.), and c) switching the inlet valve 22, the drain valve 46, and the flush valve 36 from 
the secdndary flow path to the primary flow path to resume dispensing operations (See 
FIG. 1.). 

Concerning claim 37, McGowan discloses repeating steps a-c to provide 
continued cleansing of the filter medium (see from line 60 of col. 3 to line 3 of col. 5). 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed 
or described as set forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the 
subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such that the subject 
matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made 
to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains, 
patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was 
made. 

Claims 4, 5, 39, and 40 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over McGowan in view of Hisada et al. 

Regarding claims 2, 4, 39, and 40, McGowan fails to specify the flush source as 
containing water' having a total dissolve solids reading less, 50% less, 80% less, or 95% 
less than that of the water normally being filtered in the filtered flow path. Hisada et al 
discloses that is well known to purify water with a reverse osmosis filter capable of 
removing 99% dissolved solids and suggests that such a filter can be used to desalinate 
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water and can be cleaned by backwashing. It would have been obvious to have 
modified the filter of McGowan so as to have included a reverse osmosis filter as 
suggested by Hisada et al in order to provide a filtration system capable of desalinating 
water. 

Applicant's arguments filed 4-25-05 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

Applicant argues that McGowan fails to disclose exposing the filter to purified 
water as recited in claims 1 , 2, 8, 36, and 37, however, it is held that McGowan 
discloses a source of water within accumulator 16 that has been purified by the filter 
element 14, i.e., water that is purified relative to the impure water contained within feed 
pipe 20. Applicant argues that the term "purified water" is defined in the specification as 
meaning "water having a lower total dissolved solids reading than the water being 
filtered", however, the specification uses the word "includes" (see line 5 of page 5 of the 
specification), and therefor does not limit the term "purified water" to water having 
dissolved solids removed therefrom. 

Applicant argues that the combination McGowan and Hisada et al would not 
produce "purified water", however, it is held that water filtered with the reverse osmosis 
filter of Hisada et al would be purified water as recited in claims 4, 5, 39, and 40 since a 
reverse osmosis filter can remove up to 99% of dissolved solids from water. Applicant 
argues that the backwashing procedure of McGowan would damage the reverse 
osmosis filter of Hisada et al, however, it is held that one skilled in the art would control 
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the flow rate of the purified water to prevent damage to the filter since McGowan 
teaches that "The backwashing flow may be regulated in accordance with the 
requirements of the filter* (see lines 56-57 of col. 2). 

THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Matthew 0 Savage whose telephone number is (571) 
272-1 146. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday, 7:00am-3:30pm. 

-yvi 

Matthew O Savage 
Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 1724 

mos 

August 15, 2005 



